John Dodd, Applause ^ooks , JFK movie 
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Earlier this week I was told by a phone call from the V/xPost that a t) ohn David 
had asked to use my letter that the Post published this past January]?* The woman who 
phoned said "publish.? I told her OK but she gave me his phone number, I supposed so 
I would call him and give him permission.: 212/496-7511. 
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She gave me no information about Dodd of what use he planned and I did not ask 
because I expected $o hear from him, I suppose. 

After I thought about this I assumed she wanted me to phone Dodd sn ? I placed a 
reverse call to that phone number. A man answered and told the operator he would not 
accept a reverse call. 

He'd heard me give my name so I decided not to pay the cost of the call in his, 
not my interest. 5/21/92 

3/24: Ms. Ford of thd Post phoned me again yesterday. I told her x'd phoned Dodd and he had 

refused to accept the charges. She asked me to phone him at his Conn, home, 203/966-3092. 

The operator said there is a block on that phone on accepting reversal of charges so 

she did not even ask Dodd. I phoned Ford and told her, she asked if she could give him 

my number, I agreed and later he did call me. He is with Applause /boks , they are doing 

a book on the Stone movie, including the script and 60-65 appended articles and letters 
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on the controversy. Because he said that the tile, or subtitle, says the book is a 
"documented" history of the film, I suggested that he consider whether in fact he could 
say "documented" without attracting considerable criticism, given the fact thqt he is not 
in a position to either document or know the actualities of the controversy. I then went 
into that briefly, I offered him copies of my letters to Stone. He indicated that he 
could not make decisions on such things as "documented" and wanting the letters. He is 
to send me a form to sign. I agreed to the use of that letter and said I'd sign and 
return wr. In the course of our conversation he said thajf are using "much" mf what Gard- 
ner, wrote. Also Stone ' 3 response. I asked him if they are in a position to evaluate the 

l CsA/i 

honesty or accuracy of what Stone 'wrote and he admitted they are not. True also of the 
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other writings they have selected to publish. 

I'd heard from several connected with Stone as consultants that he planned to have 
the script printed and used in schools. So I made it clear that there could be considerable 
adverse criticism of the project in speaking to Dodd. 


